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H. R. 9001 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Leroy Johnson 
(chairman) presiding. 

Mr. Ducanper. Our next bill is H. R. 9001. The witness is 
Col. Russell Jordahl. 


(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


[H. R. 9001, 83d Cong., 2d sess.} 


A BILL To provide for the award of certain medals, crosses, and other similar awards, in cases where 
Se Sotenent or report recommending the award was not completely processed because of loss or 
i vertence 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 9 of the Act of February 4, 1919 
(ch. 14, 40 Stat. 1056), as amended by the Act of August 7, 1942 (ch. 551, 56 Stat. 
743), is further amended by adding the following at the end thereof: ‘‘ However, 
in any case that the Secretary of the Navy determines the statement or report 
suggesting or recommending official recognition was not completely processed 
because of loss or inadvertence, the award may k_ made within two years after 
the determination.” 


Sec. 2. The eighth paragraph under the heading ‘‘ Medals of Honor, Distin- 
guished-Service Crosses, and Distinguished-Service Medals” of the Act of July 9, 
1918 (ch. 143, 40 Stat. 871), is amended by adding the following at the end 
thereof: ‘‘However, in any case that the Secretary of the Army or the Secretary 
of the Air Force, as the case may be, determines the statement or report suggesting 
or recommending official recognition was not completely processed because of 
loss or inadvertence, the award may be made within two years after the 
determination.’’. 


Mr. Jonnson. You may proceed. 


Colonel Jorpanu. I am Col. Russell N. Jordahl, Assistant Director 
of Personnel of the Marine Corps, and represent the Department of 
Defense on bill H. R. 9001. 

Under the existing provisions of law a recommendation for a medal 
or award must be made within fixed time limits, that is, 3 years for 
naval service awards and 2 years for military service awards. L ike- 
wise the issuance of such an award must be made within a prescribed 
time, that is, 5 years in the case of the Navy and the Marine Corps, 
and 3 years ip the case of tha Army and Air Force. 

Cases have come to light in which appropriate and timely recom- 
mendations have been made but were lost or not processed to com- 
pletion. Although it has been plainly established that such recom- 


mendations were made, the time for issuance of the awards had in 
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some cases expired, thus precluding further administrative action. 
Presumably, other such cases will occur from time to time. 

This legislation will not extend or suspend time limitations now 
provenes py law. It will waive the time limitation provided by law 
or the issuance of an award when it is established by an appropriate 
Secretary that (1) a recommendation for an award has been made; 
(2) it was made within the prescribed time; and (3) such recom- 
mendation has not been finally acted upon because of loss, oversight, 
or some other inadvertence. 

The Department of Defense recommends to your committee that 
this legislation be favorably reported. - 

Mr. Jounson. Any questions? 

Mr. Ducanper. Just one question: Do you know, Colonel, or can 

ou submit for the record, the approximate number of cases that are 

ing held up awaiting enactment of this legislation? 

Colonel Jorpany. The only actual figure I had, we had two cases 
that came up in the Marine Corps which were handled by the Secre- 
tary, under existing powers. But it means that they have to be 
referred to the Board for the correction of naval records. 

Talking to the Army representative, he said they had no way of 
determining the number of cases that might come up. I can only 
assume that that would be true of the Navy and of the Air Force, 
because there is no way to know what cases have been lost, or have 
not been properly processed. 

Mr. Ducanper. But don’t you know if there have been some lost 
in the past? 

Colonel Jorpauu. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. And you culd not 

Colonel Jorpanut. Yes. As I say, we had two cases that came to the 
attention of the Marine Corps. They were both bona’ fide bases. 
One received the Navy Cross, and one the Silver Star, as a result of 

rocessing. 

: Mr. Witson. But in each case a recommendation has been made? 

Colonel Jorpanu. Yes. The recommendations had been made on 
time and the responsible officers, in checking on the individuals, 
found that no action had been taken. They had been lost. 

Mr. Jounson. I think your statement in the next paragraph there 

covers the situation. 


Colonel Jorpaut. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Jounson. A man should not be robbed of a medal because of 


some administrative obstruction down below, assuming that the 
recommendation was made within the proper time. 

Colonel Jorpanu. Yes, sir. Can you appreciate during battle 
action recommendations are made, and papers are lost, and they 
don’t get in and it is not fair a man should lose out on something he 
has honorably earned because of an incident like that. 

. Mr. Witson. This will cover all services? 

Colonel Jorpanu. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. This will be permanent law? 

Colonel Jorpanu. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. In the event this occurs again they will have a law 
under which they can operate? 

Colonel Jorpanu. Yes, sir. That the three Secretaries, within 


their discretion, will be empowered to act. 
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Mr. Witson. Is it possible that there are some cases now that will 
fit the circumstances? 

Colonel Jorpant. Not that I know of at the moment but as I say, 
we did have 2 in the Marine Corps, and there may be some in other 
services, too. 

Mr. Witson. If you did have two and you were able to satisfactorily 
process them, why is this necessary? 

Colonel Jorpaut. We have to go now to the Board for the Correc- 
tion of Naval Records. There is considerable redtape involved. 
The membership of such boards changes. If we have an expression 
from the Congress which is equally applicable to all the Armed Forces, 
I think we are on firmer ground. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other questions? Thank you very 
much, Colonel. 

H. R. 9006 


Mr. Ducanper. The next bill is 9006. The witness is Lt. Col. 
C. O. MeFerren, Office, Chief of Military History. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


[H. R. 9006, 83d Cong., 2d sess.] 
A BILL To amend the Act of May 22, 1896, as a * [ican the loan or gift of works of art and other 
mater: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the first paragraph of the Act of May 22, 
1896 (29 Stat. 133), as amended, is amended by inserting immediately after the 
words ‘for profit,” the additional words “foreign museums similarly operated 
and maintained, foreign national museums,’’. 

Colonel McFerren. Mr. Chairman, I am Colonel McFerren, from 
the Office, Chief of Military History, Department of the Army. 
The Department of the Army has in its historical properties collection 
28 paintings depicting Australian troops and the areas in which they 
operated in north Africa and Crete. These paintings, executed by 
German artists during World War II, along with many others became 
the property of the United States as trophies of war. The Australian 
Government has requested that it be given these 28 paintings to 
hang in the Australian War Memorial in Canberra. Their estimated 
total value is $4,200. 

No statutory authority exists to permit the donation of such items 
to foreign governments, although the Secretary of the Army has 
authority under the act of June 5, 1920 (41 Stat. 949), as amended 
(10 U. S. C. 1262), to sell certain items to foreign governments; and, 
by the act of May 22, 1896 (29 Stat. 133) as amended (5 U. S. C. 
150p), he may donate to— 
incorporated museums operated and maintained for educational purposes only 
* * * works of art * * * which may not be needed * * * 
in the service of the Department of the Army, Navy, Air Force, 
or Treasury. Gifts by the United States to foreign museums and 
educational institutions on previous occasions have been prevented by 
the absence of authority. 

To provide authority for the Secretary of the Army to make this 
donation and possible future donations of a similar nature, the 
Department of the Army requests the amendment of the act of May 
22, 1896, as amended. 
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Mr. Jounson. Are there any questions? 
Mr. Wison. Does this cover more than just the Army? It 
seems to me that this is sensible legislation——— 

Colonel McFerren. It does. 

Mr. Ducanper. It covers all agencies. 

Colonel McFerren. I have the particular 28 paintings here, Mr. 
Chairman, if you would care to look at them. 

Mr. Jounson. Let me see several of them. Were these drawn by 
prisoners of war? 

Colonel McFrrren. No, sir. Germans had a war-art program in 
which they commissioned some of their artists to paint pictures of 
the theaters of war. 

This would perhaps look better from a distance. 

Mr. Witson. Where did the Germans get the Australians to model? 

Colonel McFrrren. | think from memory, sir. 

Sir, some of these were selected because of the locale where Austral- 
ian troops fought, and these may be German troops, but they are 
the enemies that the Australians faced. I think, as a matter of 
fact, these are partly the Afrika Korps. 

We are not much of an art critic. Mrs. McNaughton is the 
curator. 

Mr. Witson. Are those pastels? 

Mrs. McNaucGuron. Most of them are light oil, and there are a 
few water colors. 

Mr. Witson. How many different artists are represented? 

Mrs. McNavuaeuron. Five. There are over 300 in the collection. 

Colonel McFerren. This is only a small portion. There are 
6,720 in the entire collection. 

Mr. Wixtson. What do you intend to do with the balance of the 
exhibit? 

Mrs. McNauaGuron. We lend them all over the country, service 
schools and museums, and in fact, any place where there is adequate 
security. That is our interim policy. These things are all destined 
for a proposed war-history museum. We had an American combat 


art program, as you probably know. 
Mr. Souenon. I think we have seen enough. Thank you very 


much. And thank you for your testimony. 
H. R. 9008 


Mr. Ducanper. The next bill is H. R. 9008, and the witness is 


Maj. John T. McCabe. 
(The bill referred to is as follows:) 


(H. R, 9008, 83d Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL, To provide for the deposit of savings of enlisted members of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine Corps, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That any enlisted member of the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, or Marine Corps, may deposit his savings, in sums not less than $5, 
with any branch, office, or officer of that armed force designated by the Secretary 
of the military department concerned which shall furnish him a deposit book in 
which shall be entered the name of the officer receiving such deposit and of the 
enlisted member and the amount, date, and place of such deposit. Any amount 
heretofore or hereafter deposited shall be held during sueh period of his service 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the department concerned; shall be 
accounted for in the same manner as other public funds; shall be deposited in 
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the Treasury of the United States and kept as separate funds known respectively 
as “‘Pay of the Army, Deposit Fund’’; ‘‘Pay of the Navy, Deposit Fund’’; “Pay 
of the Air Force, Deposit Fund’; and ‘‘Pay of the Marine Corps, Deposit Fund’’; 
repayment of which to the enlisted member, or to his heirs or representatives, 
shall be made out of the respective funds created by said deposits. 

Sec. 2. For any sums not less than $5 so deposited for a period of six months, 
or longer, the enlisted member, upon final discharge or at such time or times 
prior thereto as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the department concerned, 
shall be paid interest at the rate of 4 per centum per annum. 

Sec. 3. Deposits and interest thereon shall be exempt from liability for such 
enlisted member’s debts, including any indebtedness to the United States or to 
any of its instrumentalities, and shall not be subject to forfeiture by sentence 
of court-martial. 

Sec. 4. The following are hereby repealed: Section 1305, Revised Statutes, as 
amended; section 1306, Revised Statutes, as amended; the Act of December 18, 
1942 (ch. 765, 56 Stat. 1057, 1058), as amended; the Act of February 9, 1889 (ch. 
119, 25 Stat. 657); the Act of June 29, 1906 (ch. 3590, 34 Stat. 579); the Act of 
February 28, 1931 (ch. 326, 46 Stat. 1448); and the Act of July 17, 1953 (ch. 219, 
67 Stat. 176). 

Mr. Jounson. Proceed. 

Major McCasr. My name is Maj. John T. McCabe, Office of the 
Assistant Chief of Staff, G—1, representing the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the purpose of the 
proposed legislation is to provide permanent authority for the deposit 
of savings by enlisted members of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine Corps, extending on a uniform basis, to the Secretaries of all 
the military departments, the existing temporary authority of the 
Secretary of the Army to prescribe the times when repayment of de- 
posits may be made to enlisted members of the Army prior to the final 
discharge of the member concerned. 

The temporary legislation, the act of December 18, 1942, as extended 
by the Emergency Powers Continuation Act (Public Law 450, 82d 

ong.), and Public Law 128, 83d Congress, is effective until July 1, 
1954. Expiration of this provision would decrease attractiveness of 
longer term enlistments and work a hardship on those members who 
have already enlisted for extended or indefinite periods, since under 
the present permanent law repayment of deposits may be made only 
upon final discharge. 

Enlisted members who are making a career of the Army or Air 
Force by 3-year enlistments would have a decided advantage in de- 
posits over members who contracted for longer periods or for indefinite 
periods, in that the former could withdraw deposits every 3 years and 
redeposit the amounts received (including interest) every 3 years, 
thereby earning 4 percent interest on the accrued interest. 

In addition, the member reenlisting after a 3-year enlistment would 
have the privilege of withholding from redeposit any desired portion 
of the funds. 

The Department of Defense is of the view that provision should 
be made to grant the Secretary of the department concerned the 
authority to authorize repayment of deposits prior to the discharge 
of the members under certain conditions, or when an emergency 
arises where the enlisted member has a real need for his savings. It 
is believed that the authority to make repayment of deposits prior 
to discharge will encourage enlisted members to save regularly, if 
they are assured that when they are confronted with an emergency 
their savings will be available to them. 

So, gentlemen, this bill does two things. First it proposes to extend 
on a permanent basis to all the military departments the existing 
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temporary authority the Army now enjoys to withdraw deposits prior 
to discharge And secondly, it would consolidate all the separate 
ich 


statutes w give the military departments permanent authority 
to have a deposit system. 

Mr. Jounson. Is this the one that we discussed here in this com- 
mittee, Public Law 
Mr. Ducanper. Yes. We extended the authority to July 1 of 

this year. 

Major McCase. That is correct. 

Mr. Ducanper. This makes it permanent. 

Major McCasg. That is correct. 

Mr. Jounson. Any questions. 

Mr. Devereux. I do not quite follow you on this last part in the 
first page, the enlisted men withdrawing money and making deposits. 

Major McCase. Here, sir, is what we mean there. Say after the 
Ist of July this year the existing temporary authority is no longer 
with us. A man enlists for 6 years. Under the permanent statutes 
he can only withdraw the deposits upon discharge. So that 6 year 
enlistee would have to wait 6 years before he could have the money 
available to him. 

Take on the other hand a man who enlists for 3 years. At the end 
of 3 years his money is available to him and he also gets 4 percent 
interest on the amount he has on deposit over 6 months. If he re- 
enlists he can deposit not only the amount of his savings but also the 
interest that he has earned on his deposits. So therefore in effect he is 
getting interest on interest for that period. 

Mr. Deverrux. And the other man does not? 

Major McCase. If this other authority expires he would not have 
access to his deposits in any way, shape or form until the 6 years is 
over. 

Mr. Ducanper. It has the effect of compounding the interest? 

Major McCast. Yes, sir. That is, of course, a minor factor. To 
my way of thinking the important element is if there is an montagne 
if the man has authority to withdraw it, it makes the program muc 
more attractive and, of course, much more beneficial to us in the 
service generally. 

Mr. Jounson. Being career men there are probably a good many of 
them married. 

Major McCasge. A very high percentage. 

_ Jounson. And a situation where they might require some ready 
cash. 

Major McCasr. Yes, sir. As a unit commander I have experi- 
enced members of my command coming up with problems of that 
nature. 

Mr. Devereux. It is a wonder any of the married people have 

money to save. 

Major McCasz. Sir, some of the married people saved their 
money before they were married. 

Mr. ase o you think this would encourage the use of the 
service 

Major McCase. We definitely think so, speaking for the Army. 
We made extensive use of the temporary provisions we have now and 
we are definitely of the opinion it is a very attractive feature of the 
program. It is not a banking service, but when there is a real need. 
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Mr. Witson. How can you prevent it from becoming a banking 
service if you don’t bave some limitations? Would it not present 
administrative problems? 

Major McCaser. We bave been doing it for 12 years and it has 
created no problem. When there is a need for the money all the man 
has to do is come to bis commander and convince his commander. It 
is done in the field. We don’t have to come into any centralized loca- 
tion, and what is more important, I was over in the Philippines, ten- 
thousand-odd miles away. A man needed money in a hurry. He 
could not go back to the United States to a bank or anything. It 
was available for him within an hour. ; 

Mr. Jonnson. Is it in the discretion of the unit commander to say 
no? ‘ 

Major McCasrz. If there is any reason for saying no. The unit 
commander gets to know his men quite well. 

Mr. Jounnson. I understand that. But would that not transgress 
this law? 

Major McCasez. No. If the Secretary of the service concerned 
gave to the commander that authority—you see, this law would give 
ae eae eee the authority to determine when repayments would 

made. 

Mr. Jounnson. I might ask this. Was it your policy as a unit com- 
mander to urge men to save money? 

Major McCasgz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. And a man who saves money is really a better man 
than one who takes his money and squanders it. 

Major McCasz. Sir, there are so many advantages to saving, other 
than the personal advantages. It also is a help to us in combating 
the inflationary tendency our forces have on, say, an occupied coun- 
try and the idea of having money available to a man and having 
savings of his own, is always a fine morale force. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Deverevx. I should like to ask one question to be brought 
up to date. 

Do you still use the system of punishment where a man is given 
the alternative of a court martial—well, not a court martial, neces- 
sarily—but of being faced with some punishment, or putting a deposit 
on the books? 

Major McCase. No, sir. There are isolated instances and we 
would be less than candid if we did not admit them, where there has 
been some evidence of pressure of that sort come to our attention. 
But every time we hear of that, we come right down on it, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. I don’t know but what it is a good idea, myself. 

Mr. Jounson. Are there any other questions? 

Thank you very much. 

Major McCaser. Thank you, sir. 


S. 1999 


Mr. Ducanper. The next bill is S. 1999 and the witness from the 
Department is Col. John D. Martz, Jr., Office of the Quartermaster 
General. 

(The bill referred to is as follows:) 
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{S. 1999, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


AN AOT To provide for the recovery, care, and disposition of the remains of members of the uniformed 
services and certain other personnel, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army. the Secretary 
of the Navy, the Secretary of the Air Force, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of Commerce, and the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(hereafter in this Act individually and severally referred to as the Secretary) 
are hereby respectively granted the powers and authorities hereafter in this Act 
enumerated and defined. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary is authorized to provide for the recovery, care and 
disposition of the remains of persons within the classes enumerated in section 3 
hereof and, incident thereto, to pay the necessary expenses incurred for (a) 
notification to the next of kin or other appropriate person; (b) recovery and identi- 
fication of remains; (c) preparation of remains for burial (including cremation 
of remains, upon request of the person recognized as the one to direct the dis- 
position of the remains); (d) furnishing of a casket or urn, or both, with outside 
box; (e) hearse service; (f) funeral director’s services; (g) transportation of re- 
mains and an escort of one person, including round-trip transportation and pre- 
scribed allowances for such escort, to the town or city, or national or other 
cemetery, designated by the person recognized as the person to direct the dis- 
position of the remains or, in the absence of such designation, to a national or other 
cemetery designated by the Secretary in which burial of the decedent is authorized; 
(h) furnishing of a uniform or other articles of clothing; (i) presentation of a flag 
of the United States to the person recognized as the one to direct the disposition 
of the remains, except that the presentation of a flag shall not be authorized in the 
case of a military prisoner who dies while in his custody and whose sentence 
includes a discharge other than honorable; and (j) interment of remains. 

Sec. 3. The expenses authorized by section 2 hereof may be incurred by the 
Secretary in respect of (a) military personnel, including commissioned officers 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Public Health Service, who die while 
on active duty; (b) members of a reserve component of the Army, Navy and 
Marine Corps, Air Force, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public 
Health Service, of the federally recognized National Guard or Air National Guard 
(in respect of duty for which they are entitled by law to receive pay from the 
Federal Government), or of the National Guard or Air National Guard of the 
United States, who die while on active duty, active duty for training, or while 
performing authorized travel to or from such service, or who die while on inactive 
duty training pursuant to proper authority, or who die while hospitalized or under- 
going treatment at Government expense, as authorized by law, for injuries, illness, 
or disease contracted or incurred while on such service or inactive duty training 
or such authorized travel; (c) members of a Reserve Officers’ Training Corps of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force who die while attending training camps or on aut hor- 
ized practice cruises, pursuant to proper authority, or while performing authorized 
travel to or from such camps or cruises or while hospitasized or undergoing treat- 
ment at Government expense, as autherized by law, for injury, disease or illness 
contracted or incurred while attending such camps or on such cruises or authorized 
travel; (d) accepted applicants for enlistment in the Army, Navy and Marine 
Corps, Air Foree, and Coast Guard; (e) former enlisted members of the Army, 
Navy and Marine Corps, Air Force, and Coast Guard who shall have been dis- 
charged in United States Government hospitals and who continue as patients in 
such hospitals to the date of their death; (f) retired members of the Army, Navy 
and Marine Corps, and Air Force and the reserve components thereof, hospitalized 
during periods of extended active duty, who continue as patients in United States 
Government hospitals to the date of their death; and (g) military prisoners who 
die while in his custody. 

Sec. 4. The benefits of this Act shall not be denied in respect of a person within 
the classes enumerated in subsections (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), and (f) of section 3 
hereof on the ground that such person was temporarily absent from active duty 
with or without leave at the time of his death, unless such person shall have prior 
to the time of his death been dropped from the rolls of his organization, 

Sec. 5. The Secretary is authorized to provide for the care and disposition of the 
remains of prisoners of war and interned enemy aliens who die while in his custody, 
and, incident thereto, to pay the necessary expenses incurred for (a) notification 
to the next of kind or other appropriate person; (b) preparation of the remains for 

burial (including cremation); (c) furnishing of a casket or urn, or both, with 
outside box; (d) transportation of remains to the town, city, or cemetery desig- 
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nated by the Secretary; (e) furnishing of articles of clothing; and (f) interment cf 
remains. 

Sec. 6. The Secretary is authorized to provide for the care and disposition of 
the remains of pensioners and indigent patients who die in hospitals maintained 
and operated by him and persons dying on military reservations, and, incident 

' thereto, to*pay the necessary expenses incurred for (a) notification to the next of 
kin or other appropriate person; (b) preparation of remains for burial (including 
cremation); (c) furnishing of a casket or urn, or both, with outside box; (d) fur- 
nishing of articles of clothing; (e) transportation to a cemetery designated by the 
Secretary; and (f) interment of remains. However, no expenses shall be incurred 

ursuart to this section unless proper disposition of such remains cannot ot herwise 
made. 

Sec. 7. (a) The Secretary is authorized. in the case of dependents of militery 
personnel, including commissioned officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
the Public Health Service, on active duty, who die while residing with such 
military personnel at a place of duty outside the continental limits of the United 
Stetes or in Alaska or while in transit to or from such place of duty, to provide 
for, and to pay the necessary expenses incurred for, the transportation of remains 
to such person’s home or to such other place as the Secretary shall determine tc 
be the appropriate place of interment. Mortuary services snd supplies may be 
furnished, if practicable, by the Secretary in respect of such dependents on a re- 
imbursable basis where local commercial mortuary facilities and supplies are not 
available, or if available, the cost thereof is prohibitive in the cpinion of the Sec- 
retary. Reimbursement for the cost of mortuary services and supplies furnished 
under the authority of this subsection shall be collected and credited to current 
appropriations available for the payments of such costs. 

(b) Section 1 of the Act entitled “An Act to drefay the costs of returning to the 
United States the remains, families, and effects of officers and employees dying 
abroad, and for other purposes’’, approved July 8, 1940 (54 Stat. 743), is amended 
by adding a new section 2 thereto to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. In the case of dependents of a civilian officer or employee who died 
while residing with such civilian officer or employee performing official duties at 
a place outside the continental United States or in Alaska or while in transit 
thereto or therefrom, the head of the department concerned is authorized to pay 
the necessary expenses incurred for the transportation of reimains to such person’s 
home or to such other place as the head of the department concerned shall de- 
termine to be the appropriate place for interment. Mortuary services and sup- 
plies may be furnished, if practicable, by the department concerned in respect cf 
such dependents on a reimbursable basis where local commercial mortuary fa- 
cilities and supplies are not available, or if available, the cost thereof is prohibitive 
in the opinion of the head of such department. Reimbursement for the cost of 
mortuary services and supplies furnished under the authority of this subsection 
shall be collected and credited to current appropriations available for the payment 
of such costs,” 

Sec. 8. In the case of death occurring outside the continental limits of the United 
States or in Alaska, if local commercial mortuary facilities and supplies are not 
available, or if available the cost thereof is prohibitive in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary, mortuary services and supplies may be furnished by the Secretary on a re- 
imbursable basis in respect of citizens of the United States who are (a) employees 
of humanitarian agencies accredited to the Armed Forces of the United States, 
such as the American Red Cross and United Service Organization, Incorporated; 
(b) civilians performing services directly for the Seeretary by virtue of employ- 
ment by an agency under contract with the Secretary; (c) masters, officers, and 
members of crews of merchant vessels operated by or for the account of the United 
States through the Secretary; (d) personnel on duty with the Armed Forces of the 
United States who are paid from nonappropriated funds; (e) persons within a class 
not specifically enumerated in this section, upon the specific request of the Depart- 
ment of State; or (f) dependents of citizens of the United States within the classes 
enumerated in this section who at the time of death reside abroad with the sup- 
porting citizen concerned. Government transportation for the remains of persons 
specified in this section to a port of entry in the United States may be furnished 
by the Secretary on a reimbursable basis. Reimbursement for the cost of services, 

supplies, and transportation furnished under the authority of this section shall be 
collected and credited to current appropriations available for such costs. 

Sec. 9. The Secretary is huthorised, when such action is necessary for the 
temporary interment of remains pending transportation to a designated cemetery 
as authorized by this Act, to acquire by purchase or otherwise, and to provide for 
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the care and maintenance of, single or multiple grave sites in commercial cemeter- 
ies, or to acquire the righi to use such grave sites for burial purposes, In the case 
of death occurring in location outside continental, United States where temporary 
commercial grave sites are not available on a reasonable basis, the Secretary is 
authorized to acquire land, or the right to use land, necessary for the temporary 
interment of remains as authorized by this Act. . 

Sec. 10. The Secretary is authorized to. provide for the removal of remains 
from cemeteries on military reservations (including installation cemeteries), 
when such cemeteries have been, or are to be, discontinued, to national cemeteries, 
other installation cemeteries, or other cemeteries and for the removal from places 
of temporary interment, abandoned graves or abandoned cemeteries to national 
cemeteries, of the remains of military personnel whose last service terminated 
honorably by death or otherwise. 

Sec. 11. In any case where expenses which are allowable under section 2 of 
this Act are borne by individuals, reimbursement to such individuals or their 
representatives may be made by the Secretary for such expenses in an amount 
not in excess of the cost normally incurred by the Secretary in furnishing such 
services or —— as authorized herein. No reimbursement, however, shall be 
made under this section for any expenses incurred prior to the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act which would not have been a proper charge against the Gov- 
ernment at the time of the incurring of such expenses. The reimbursements au- 
thorized herein shall be in lieu of but not in addition to reimbursements for like 
purposes which may be otherwise authorized by Federal law or regulations, but 
a person entitled to any reimbursement under this section may elect under which 
provision of Federal law or regulation to claim such reimbursement. 

Src. 12. The Secretary may issue such regualtions as may be necessary to carry 
out the purposes of this Act. The person recognized under such regulations as 
the person to direct the disposition of the remains of a deceased person shall be 
either a surviving spouse, a blood relative, or an adoptive relative of the deceased 
person, or, if none of such persons can be ascertained and located, a person stand- 
ing in loco parentis to the deceased person. 

Sec. 13. There are authorized to be appropriated from time to time such 
amounts as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this Act. 

Sec. 14. (a) Section 212 (a) (1) of the Public Health Service Act, approved 
July 1, 1944 (58 Stat. 682), is amended by deleting therefrom the phrase “‘burial 
payments in the event of death,”’. 

(b) Section 506 of the Public Health Service Act, approved July 1, 1944 (58 
Stat. 682), is amended by adding at the end thereof a new sentence reading as 
follows: ‘‘Appropriations available for carrying out the provisons of this Act shall 
also be available for the payment of such expenses relating to the recovery, care, 
and disposition of the remains of personnel or their dependents as may be author- 
ized under other provisions of law.” 

(ec) The following laws or parts of laws are hereby repealed: 

(1) The Act of March 9, 1928 (45 Stat. 251, ch. 162), as amended by the Act 
of May 17, 1938 (52 Stat. 398); 

(2) The Act of May 26, 1928 (45 Stat. 767, ch. 779); 

(3) The fourth sentence and the first proviso of the Act of June 15, 1936 (49 
Stet. 1507); 

(4) The Act of April 20, 1940 (54 Stat. 144); and 

(5) Title 14, United States Code, sections 504, 505, and 506. 

Sec. 15. Section 9 of the Act of January 19, 1942 (56 Stat. 6), as amended by 
section 4 of the Act of March 29, 1944 (58 Stat. 129), is further amended by 
deleting the words “provisions of sections 1 to 5, inclusive, of the Act of April 
20, 1940 (54 Stat. 144), relating to the burial expenses of Navy personnel, and the’’. 

Passed the Senate July 6, 1953. 

Attest: 

J. Mark Trice, Secretary. 

Mr. Jounson. You may proceed. 

Mr. Ducanper. Just read your statement, Colonel. 

Colonel Martz. Section I. Background: 

1. The legislative proposal as contained in S. 1999 represents the 
consummation of almost 4 years of study and development by and 
coordination within the Departments of the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force. In order to provide a brief picture of the origin and the final 
product I have prepared a chronological statement of events. 
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2. In September 1949, a subcommittee of the Munitions Board, 
composed of representatives of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, 
appointed to study and make appropriate recommendations to 
eliminate inequalities and achieve uniformity in the care and dis- 
position of remains of members of the Armed Forces, recommended 
that a uniform basic law be enacted to provide for the recovery, care, 
and disposition of remains of such members who die in a duty or 
training status, and certain related matters. 

Such a law would replace existing statutes; namely, Public Law 
527, 75th Congress, which pertains to the Army and the Air Force 
and Public Law 465, 76th Congress, which pertains to the Navy and 
Marine Corps. A draft of a proposed bill, developed by representa- 
tives of the three departments, was submitted to the Munitions Board 
for approval. 

3. The Committee on Facilities and Services of the Munitions 
Board approved the recommendation of the subcommittee and advised 
the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force of such approval 
in November 1949. The proposed legislation was forwarded by the 
Munitions Board to the Secretary of Defense and the Department of 
the Army was assigned responsibility to process it. 

4. Thorough consideration and study was given to the proposed 
legislation within the Department of Defense and the bill drafted as 
a result thereof was included in the Department of Defense Legislative 
le alergy for 1951, 82d Congress and submitted to the Bureau of the 

udget. 

5. The Bureau of the Budget carefully considered the proposed bill, 
coordinated with all interested agencies and asked the Department 
of the Army in June 1951 for comments on certain suggested changes. 
The proposed legislation, as amended by the Bureau of the Budget, 
was carefully studied by the Department of Defense and comments 
submitted to the Bureau of the Budget. The Bureau of the Budget 
redrafted the bill and furnished copies thereof to the Department. of 
Defense in April 1952 

6. The Office of oh Secretary of Defense submitted the revised bill 
to the three Secretaries. After further careful consideration and 
coordination, the Department of Defense redrafted the bill and in- 
cluded it in the Department of Defense legislative program for 1953, 
and retained it in the 1954 program. The Bureau of the Budget has 
apeeor ss the legislative proposal as being in accord with the program 
of the President. 

Section II. Objectives: 

1. The legislative proposal as contained in S. 1999 is not intended 
to effect any major changes in the provisions of existing statutes and 
the implementation thereof, although its provisions are generally 
more detailed and comprehensive than those in existing statutes. 

2. The basic objectives of the proposed legislation are (1) to obtain 
a uniformity of authority, policy and operation in the care and dis- 
position of the remains ot deceased members of the uniformed services 
and (2) to consolidate existing statutes under which the uniformed 
services now conduct such activities and which, because of differences 
in provisions or language do not permit the required uniformity of 
application. 

3. There are also three subordinate objectives of the proposed 
legislation; namely, (1) the authorization for payment of the necessary 
expenses incurred for the transportation of the remains of dependents 
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of members of the uniformed services and of civilian employees from 
a place of death overseas, or en route thereto or therefrom, to such 
person’s home, (2) the authorization to acquire and maintain grave 
sites in commercial cemeteries for the temporary interment of remains 
when required, and (3) the authorization to remove and reinter remains, 
from cemeteries on military reservations when such cemeteries have 
been, or are to be, discontinued. 

4. Aside from (1) the extension of benefits to deceased members of 
Reserve components to include death while engaged in all types of 
inactive duty training and (2) the furnishing of transportation for the 
remains of dependents of members of the uniformed services and 
civilian employees of all Government agencies, there is no increase 
over benefits accorded in existing statutes. 

5. Although the legislation was developed originally to meet the 
requirements of the Armed Forces, in the interest of obtaining a uni- 
form and comprehensive coverage for all of the uniformed services, the 
Department of Defense has included the following provisions: 

(a) The care and disposition of remains provisions of the bill have 
been made applicable to members of the United States Coast Guard, 
the commissioned corps of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the 
commissioned corps of the United States Public Health Service in 
addition to members of the Armed Forces. 

(6) The authorization for transportation of the remains of deceased 
dependents of military personnel and civilian employees of the Armed 
Forces has been extended to include dependents of members of the 
United States Coast Guard, the commissioned Corps of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey and the commissioned corps of the United States 
Public Health Service. This has been further extended to include 
the dependents of civilian employees of all Government agencies. 

Mr. Jonnson. Would you reread that sentence? 

Colonel Marrz. The bill is further extended to include the depend- 
ents of civilian employees of all Government agencies. 

Mr. Jounson. What does that mean? 

Colonel Marrz. Under the present Public Law 729 of the 76th 
Congress, all civilian employees of Government agencies in overseas 
areas are authorized to receive the benefits of funeral services and 
return to their home when serving in overseas areas. 

Mr. Jounson. That is as distinguished from the military. 

Colonel Martz. This makes it available to the dependents insofar 
as transportation only is concerned. 

Mr. Jonnson. But it just conforms to what the military gets. 

Colonel Martz. That is correct, sir. 

In summarizing the various sections of the bill, I would like to give 
the following résumé: 

Section 1. As stated previously, the bill is not intended to effect 
any material changes in the provisions of existing statutes. For 
comparative purposes, there is set forth below a brief summary of the 
changes effected with regard to categories of persons and the benefits 
accorded such persons. 

2. Members of the uniformed services: Aside from the direct inclu- 
sion of members of the Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
the Public Health Service in legislation with members of the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps, and hir Force, rather than by reference to 
statutes pertaining to the Armed Forces, there are no changes. 
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Mr. Ducanper. This bill covers the commissioned corps of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Public Health Service. Are there 
any enlisted members of those corps? 

Colonel Marrz. Only the Coast Guard. 

Mr. Jounson. And it was not intended. 

Colonel Marrz. It was intended they are covered. 

Mr. Ducanper. But there are no enlisted men of the Public Health 
Service and the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Colonel Marrz. That is right. 

Mr. Ducanper. And they being civilians would be covered by 
another provision of law. 

Colonel Marrz. Yes. 

Mr. Ducanper. Thank you. 

Colonel Marrz. 3. Status of members of the uniformed services: 
The bill includes all types of inactive duty training performed by 
members of the Reserve components of the uniformed services whereas 
existing legislation includes only (with respect to inactive duty train- 
ing) benefits for death from— 

* * * personal injury (as distinguished from disease) in line of duty while 
voluntarily participating when not on active duty, in aerial flights, in Government- 
owned aircraft by proper authority as an incident to their military training * * * 

4. Authorized expenses and services for members of the uniformed 
service: Other than specific enumeration of 10 items, rather than 
general coverage by enumeration of 4 items in existing statutes, 
there are no changes. Under existing statutes the 6 items not spe- 
cifically enumerated are authorized by administrative regulations. 

Mr. Devereux. Referring back to paragraph 3, what benefits do 
reserves receive if they are injured while on active duty training? 
As I understand it, the National Guard is taken care of by the State, 
under those circumstances, but how about the reserves who are not 
on area duty? 

Colonel Marrz. At the present time reserves in an active duty or 
on a training status receive the same benefits as members of the 
active armed services. 

The effect of this bill is to extend to members of the Reserves 
during inactive duty training those same benefits. 

In other words, under the present Reserve program, members of 
the Reserves frequently engage in weekend activities under official 
instructions and are not covered under the present statutes, if they 
should meet with a death, which is what we are talking about here. 

Mr. Jounson. They will be covered by this law. 

Colonel Martz. Yes. That is one of the two major changes, that 
we were extending the provisions of the present statutes, that is 
one. I will come to the second one in a moment. 

Mr. Ducanper. Referring to page 4, line 8, why is the Coast Guard 
excluded from that provision? Let’s put it this way, Colonel. Should 
they not be included? 

Colonel Marrz. Yes. There was no intention to militate against 
the Coast Guard and not give them the same privileges. 

Mr. Ducanper. We have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
offering an amendment which would include the Coast Guard at this 
point in the bill, page 4, line 8. He states that inasmuch as this is 
more or less a rewrite of the existing law, and in existing law the Coast 
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Guard is included, he suggests that this has perhaps been left out by 
inadvertence. 

Mr. Jonnson. Did you draft an amendment? 

Mr. Ducanper. He suggested an amendment here which would add 
the Coast Guard where the Army, Navy, and Air Force are included. 

Mr. JoHnson. Suppose we take that up when we get through with 
this presentation. 

All right, Colonel, go ahead. 

Colonel Martz. No. 5. Authorized expenses and services for 
prisoners of war and interned enemy aliens: Other than specific 
enumeration of six items, rather than general coverage in existing 
legislation, (expenses of preparation for burial and interment), there 
are no changes. Under existing statutes such of the six items as are 
necessary for a particular case are authorized by administrative 
regulations. 

6. Authorized expenses and services for pensioners and indigent 
patients: Existing legislation authorizes expenses and services for 
‘Pensioners and destitute patients who die in naval hospitals.’’ The 
bill broadens the application to all hospitals maintained and operated 
by the uniformed services and also would provide for the disposition 
of the remains of persons dying on military reservations when proper 
disposition of remains cannot be made otherwise. 

Mr. Ducanper. Who would a pensioner be, in a case like this; 
do you mean by that a person who is drawing retired pay, who is 
retired? 

Colonel Martz. Yes, that is my understanding. 

Mr. Ducanper. That would be a pensioner? 

Colonel Martz. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Does this come in conflict in any way with veterans’ 
hospitals? 

Colonel Martz. No, sir; this does not in any way affect veterans’ 
hospitals. 

Mr. DucanpErR. When would indigent patients be hospitalized in 
Government hospitals? 

Colonel Martz. The cases would be very, very few. I know of 
only 5 or 6 in the past year which have come to our attention. 

Mr. DucanprerR. Would they be former servicemen? 

Colonel Martz. When there was a serviceman who remained in the 
hospital and died, and who was indigent, that might have to be covered. 
There might be a dependent of some serviceman in the hospital. The 
serviceman could in the meantime have died, been destitute, and the 
hospital would have a body on hand with no legal course to take action 
if there were no relatives ov others to whom they could turn. It would 
be very few, but would give authority to take care of those cases. 

Mr. Bray. Would this apply where, because of remoteness of other 
hospitals, civilians are taken care of in Army hospitals? The only 
specific case that I recall of that nature was in the Pacific in the 

awaiian Islands. The Army took over Kaneohe Hospital, or part 
of that, over there. 

They did take care of civilians. It was rather complicated at times, 
considering some medical fees and matters of that sort. Would that 
apply to that? 

Colonel Martz. Yes, if that individual was an indigent and there 
was no other relative or possible way to have the expenses paid, it 

would give us authority to take care of a case of that type. 
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Mr. Jounson. Proceed. 

Colonel Martz. No. 7. Dependents: The bill would authorize 
additional expenses for the transportation to the person’s home of the 
remains of dependents of members of the uniformed services and of 
certain civilian employees who die abroad. ‘Transportation to a port 
- entry, on a nonreimbursable basis, is now provided by the Armed 

orces. 

The bill would also authorize the furnishing of mortuary services 
and supplies on a reimbursable basis where commercial mortuary 
facilities are not available or are prohibitive in cost. Such services 
and supplies are now furnished on a reimbursable basis by the Armed 
Forces by administrative regulations. 

8. Citizens of the United States: Although not authorized by exist- 
ing statutes, the furnishing of mortuary supplies and services and trans- 
portation to a port of entry for the remains of such persons is accom- 
plished by the Armed Forces on a reimbursable basis under adminis- 
trative regwations. 

9. Acquisition of grave sites: The Department of the Navy acquires 
iy sites for temporary interment under the provisions of Public 

w 465, 76th Congress; the Departments of the Army and Air Force 
take such action under the word “interment” in Publie Law 527, 75th 
Congress. 

10. Reinterment of remains: The bill will change existing statutory 
requirements that the military installation must be abandoned so as 
to allow the removal of remains when installation cemetery has been, 
or is to be, discontinued. 

11. Fiscal effects: (2) The direct measurable fiscal effect of the 
bill will be approximately $70,000 per year. This represents the cost 
of the provisions of section 7 wherein is authorized the transportation 
of the remains of dependents. 

(6) There will also be small increases in cost (which cannot be 
accurately estimated) because of the inclusion of all types of inactive 
duty training of Reserve components (sec. 3), the extension of exist- 
ing Navy legislation pertaining to pensioners and indigent patients to 
all of the uniformed services (sec. 6), and the provisions pertaining to 
the disposition of remains of certain persons dying on military reserva- 
tions (sec. 6). The incidence of the above types of cases is minor 
and statutory provision is made for such cases only because of the 
problems which arise in such instances. 

Mr. Jounson. Does that conclude your statement? 

Colonel Martz. That concludes my statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jounson. It is a very good comprehensive statement. It 
covers everything, and any possible loopholes. Are there any 
questions by any members? 

Mr. Witson. I would like to raise a question in connection with 
the dependents. What is the law now regarding the dependents of 
servicement killed in action? Are they allowed to be buried in 
military cemeteries? 

Colonel Martz. Yes. They are now permitted to be buried in 
national cemeteries here in the United States, under other laws which 
are not involved with this law. 

However, there is no authorization for assisting a family in the 
expense of bringing that dependent home from an overseas area, in 
the event death occurs there. 
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In other words, at the present if the wife or child of any man in 
the service who is with him in an overseas tour is deceased, the indi- 
vidual officer or enlisted man must pay all expenses insofar as he is 
concerned. 

The services do assist in transportation by providing, on Govern- 
ment vessels, on a space available basis, transportation to the port of 
entry. 

However, the individual must pay the transportation to the home 
or place of burial, within the United States. 

Actually what we are doing is correcting what we in the service 
have felt was an inequity for many years. If the dependent did not 
die, they would be returned at Government expense to their home in 
the United States. If they die the serviceman has to pay the trans- 
portation expenses himself, which certainly seems inconsistent and 
that is what we are trying to correct here, to pay the transportation 
of the remains to the home. 

In discussing the fiscal effects, I mentioned the amount of $70,000. 

I might point out if these dependents did not die and were brought 
home alive it would cost the Government approximately $35,000. 
So actually the net effect of the bill is about $35,000 above existing 
expenditures. 

P Mr. Jounson. Have you any experience on how many dependents 
ie? 

Colonel Martz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. It depends of course on how big a group you have in 
outlying areas, but what is the experience? 

Colonel Martz. During the past fiscal year, the fiscal year all but 
2 weeks, the last 2 weeks in June, we had 385 deaths in all of the 
armed services, during fiscal year 1954, which we are just now con- 
cluding. 

Mr. don nson. Do you also have the figures on how many depend- 
ents were out there during that period? 

In other words, I want to see what ratio that small figure is to the 
larger figure, the group. 

Colonel Martz. I cannot give the exact figure. 

Mr. Jounson. Could you give us some idea? 

Colonel Marrz. I would like to point out, sir, the 385 deaths here 
are from dependents of all of the armed services and does not include 
the lesser number of dependents which would be included from other 
Government agencies than the armed services who would be covered. 

Our estimate is that approximately 600 cases per year would cover 
all services overseas. 

Mr. Jounson. The present load that we have. 

Colonel Martz. That is correct, sir, during the past year. 

Mr. Jounson. Any other questions? 

Mr. Ducanprr. Mr. Chairman, this bill was heard by this subeom- 
mittee in the first session of this Congress and we did not pass it out. 
But at that time the subcommittee wanted to know the total number 
of employees and total number of dependents, both civilians and 
members of the armed services, who are serving overseas. Can you 
submit that for the record? 

Colonel Martz. We have been making great efforts to obtain those 
figures and have not been able to come up with them, including 
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the Government agencies, so far. But we will be happy to furnish 
for the record all the information we ean find. 
(The information is as follows:) 
June 17, 1954. 
Chief, Memorial Division 
Office of the General Counsel 
(Attention: Mr. Shellhorse.) 
Subject: Data re dependents of military and civilian personnel in overseas areas. 
1. Reference the request of the subcommittee of the House of Representatives, 
at the hearing on June 16, 1954, on S. 1999, the following statistics have been 
furnished by the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), 
Director of Progress Reports and Statistics, as of December 31, 1953: 


Dependents of military personnel overseas (Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 


Dynes of United States citizen civilian employees of Army, Navy, 


2. The Civil Service Commission advised on June 16, 1954, that as of April 30, 
1954, there were 46,000 United States citizens employed overseas in all agencies 
except the Navy—that they had not yet received the Navy report. Mr. Hainer, 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of Navy advised that as of April 30, 
1954, there were 19,079 United States citizens employed overseas by the Navy; 
however, this figure included natives such as Puerto Ricans, Hawaiians, etc., 
as well as those from continental United States. This figure added to the 46,000 


makes a total of 65,079. The majority of these are employees of the Department 
of Defense broken down as follows: 


All other Government agencies (estimated)___._..__._____..__-_-___.- 18, 000 


3. In connection with the figures given in preceding paragraph 1 for dependents, 
this is a constantly changing figure; however, it was the best which could be 
obtained as of December 31, 1953. It is understood from the Office of the Director 
of Progress, Reports and Statistics, ODS, that there is an OSD Committee explor- 
ing the need for data on dependents. Representatives of all services are on the 
committee and there has been one meeting. Budget and Finance Office, G—1l, 
Army is representing the Army in this connection. The Civil Service Commission 
advised there were no statistics available on dependents of civilian employees 
overseas of other Government agencies. 

4. The records of Memorial Division show for fiscal year 1954 385 remains of 
dependents of all services (Army, Navy, and Air Force) handled in Army overseas 
mortuaries on a reimbursable basis, the majority of which were dependents of 
military personnel. The Navy and Air Force advise they have no statistics on 
number of dependents wh» died overseas handled in Air Force or Navy mortuaries. 


Martz. 
MULLEN. 
WILLARD. 

Mr. Ducanper. One other question, Mr. Chairman. 

On page 66, line 15, is this amending of the bill by amendment of 
the act of July 8, 1940, is this statement correct that what you want 
to do is amend section 1 by adding a new section 2? 

Colonel Martz. That is correct. By adding a new section 2, as 
quoted in the bill. 

Mr. Ducanprer. You would add a new section 2 to the existing 
section 1 of the act of July 8, 1940? 
Colonel Marrz. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Jonnson. In other words, you want to retain section 1 and 
you want to enlarge that by adding section 2? 

Colonel Marrz. Section 2 is a further explanation of what is now 
in that act of 1940. It merely spells out what we are now doing under 
administrative arrangements but which have never been specifically 
authorized by statutes. 

In other words, permitting the armed services mortuaries in overseas 
areas to furnish those services of embalming and a casket on a reim- 
bursable basis to these individuals who are specified in 729. May I 
make a correction there. Not on a reimbursable basis under 729. 
To people who are already authorized to get that service. 

Mr. Ducanperr. | am just trying to see if we are getting the correct 
amendatory language here. Section 2 of the act of July 8, 1940, reads 
as follows: 

The benefits of section 1 of this act shall not be denied in any case on the ground 
that the deceased was temporarily absent from duty when death occurred. 

Now, you are putting in a new section 2, and you are omitting that 
language. Do you wish to omit it? 

Colonel Martz. The correction should be instead of calling it 
section 2 and looking at the public law, it should be clause C and not 
changing section 2. That is an oversight, in all the work that was 
put on this bill, in that effect. In other words, we are adding clause 
C to the first section of the bill and will not affect section 2. 

Mr. Ducanprer. Therefore the bill should read on page 6, line 15, 
section 1 of the act entitled “An act to defray the costs of returnin 
to the United States the remains, families, and effects of officers an 
employees dying abroad, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 
1940 (54 Stat. 743), is amended by adding a new clause (c) thereto 
to read as follows: C, and so forth? 

Colonel Martz. That is correct. I am very happy vou picked up 
that error. 

Mr. Jounson. I don’t know that I understand that. In the 
language which is in the bill before us, S. 1999, section 2, does section 
C go at the end of that? 

r. Ducanper. Actually, they did not mean to add a new section 
2. What they should have said was add a new clause C, 

Mr. Jounson. All right. 

Mr. Ducanper. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Jonnson. Thank you very much, Colonel, 

Colonel Martz. Thank you. 

(The subcommittee at this time proceeded to further business.) 
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